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[times Report Traces' Start 

Of Major Combat Role ; 


•By cii viii-V.s w. conuDKY 
Washington bureau of The Sun ^ 

Washington, June 15— Penta- 
gon records ■ published tociay 
show that President Johnson 
made his momentous decision to 
use United States ground troops, 
for offensive action in Vietnam 
on April 1, 1965, but banned any 
[immediate publicity or official 
concession that a drastic policy 
shift was involved. .■ 

Events surrounding this major 
departure from the “never- 
again” attitude against-ground 
war in Asia, which had persisted- 
from the end of the Korean war, 
formed the highlights of the . 
third in a scries of New York 
Times articles. . ;•/. 

The articles are based on “top 
secret” ' ' defense department 
studies of American involve-? 
ment in Indochina from World 
War II to mid- 1963. The govern- 
ment ' obtained a federal court 
order , in New York today sus- 
pending further publication at 
least until Saturday. • - : 

: Much Already Known . t 

- Much of what has been pub- 
; lishcd, in news reports and tex- 
tual material, documents in de-. 
{tail what had been generally 
known on the course of the war 
-particularly from the time 
just before the Tonkin Gulf epi- 
sode of August, 1964, to the 
post-Tct offensive studies in the 
winter and spring of 1963 which 
ended the U.S. build-up in Viet- 
nam.; ‘ 

But the secret documents and 
accompanying, narrative in the 
Pentagon papers also dramati- - 
cally expose Instances "when ma- 
I jor policy shifts were concealed. 

One was the decision on com- 
mitment of ground forces to of-, 
fensive action, described in the 
Times as a result of the .Johnson 
administration’s discovery that 
:the bombing of North Vietnam 
in early 1965 would not prevenf 
the South’s collapse. , ......... , 


Mr. Johnson’s decision was re- 
corded in a National Security 
Action Memorandum dated 
April 6, 1965, signed by Me-" 
George Bundy, and one of the 
huge numbers of documents the 
Times has published. Mr. Bundy 
was President Johnson’s special 
assistant for national security. 

The memo was' addressed to 
- Dean Rusk, Secretary of State, 
Robert S. McNamara, Secretary 
of Defense, and John A. Me- Vi 
Cone, director of central intelli- 
gence. It reported decisions tak- 
en April 1, including expansion 
of the forces in Vietnam, espe- 
cially including additional mar- 
ine battalions, and a “change of j 
■ mission” for tbs MeU'incs. T-bEL 
change called for “more active 
use” under conditions to be 
fixed by Secretaries McNamara 
. and Rusk. - , : 

The Pentagon study called 
this a “pivotal” change and a 
“departure from a long-held pol- 
icy” with momentous implica- 
tions. But the Bundy-memoran- 
cium said Mr. Johnson, desired « 
that “premature publicity be 
avoided by all possible precau- 
tions.” 

■"“The military actions were to 
1 be taken rapidly, “but in ways 
that should minimize any ap- 
pearance of sudden changes in 
policy.” Mr. Bundy wrote that 
“the President’s desire is that 
these movements and changes 
should be understood as being 
gradual and wholly consistent 
| with existing policy.” 

The public learned officially of 
the shift of ground forces to a 
combat— rather than defensive 
—role almost * inadvertently 
.when the State Department re- 
ferred to it vaguely on the fol- 
lowing June 8. 

By that time,, however, ob : . 

servers recall, Mr. Jonnson s ; 
course was beginning to be ap- 
parent, for all the lack of official 
: comment. In February, Marind 
antiaircraft units had been de-. 
ployed at Da Nang to protect the 
air base from which bombing 
originated. 

In March, a battalion of Mar- 
ine infantry had been sent to 
Vietnam, followed in May by 
activation of the big Marine- 
headquarters in Da Nang and 
arrival of Army airborne troops. 


The original purpose of the 
March deployment had been de- 
fense of the air base. « 

It had become clear during- 
this period that the fragile South 
Vietnamese government and its 
Army faced collapse and that 
the “Rolling Thunder” bombing 
campaign against the North, 
tar ted in February, 1965, would 
/iot prevent it. 

■The Pentagon study said “the 
bombing effort seemed to stiffen 
rather than soften Hanoi’s back- 
bone,” and optimism waned aft- 
er a month of the air campaign. 

The choice then was to with- 
draw, or to go to war on the 
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ground. There were deep differ- 
ences within the administration, 
the' Times noted, citing views of 
George W. Ball, then under sec- 
retary of state, and Mr. Mc- 
|Cone. 

Mr. Ball believed neither 
bombing nor ground fighting 
would solve, the problem and 
proposed in a memorandum 
June 28 that the United States 
“cut its losses” and get out, 
according to the Pentagon ac- 
count. 

Mr. McCone, on the other 
hand, had argued in April that it 
would be unwise to commit 
ground troops unless there were 
also willingness to bomb the 
North with “minimum re- 
straint” in an effort to break j 
Hanoi’s will. .1 

But at that time, President 
Johnson was accepting the coun- 
sel of Gen: William C. Wcst- 
morejand, then American com- 
mander in. Vietnam, using com- 
bat troops , N and was in no mood- 
for compromise, the Pentagon 1 
[account indicates. ' ; 

Regarding^the commitment of 
ground ...forces, the Pentagon j 
papers"say there was a “subtle! 
change in emphasis.” 

. “Instead of simply . denying 
the enemy victory and convinc- 
ing him he could not win,” the 
study says, "the thrust became 
defeating the enemy in the 
South. This was sanctioned im- 
plicitly as the only way to 
achieve the U.S. objective of a 
non-Communist South Viet- 
nam.” • . • It/ 1 .'.* 
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By Thomas B. Ross 
Sun-Times Bwroaw 

WASHINGTON — Former Presdcnt Lyn- 
jon B. Johnson purposely concealed his deci- 
sion to send U.S. troops into offensive oper- 
ations in Vietnam, according to top seciet 
Pentagon documents revealed 1 uesday. 

.In the third installment of a series of dis- 
closures on a massive Defense department 

■ «* f r S;,T S5SS t 

?SS\«‘ fs S « combat ba- 



.,„c ~2rs? ”s.» ss sus# 

L%rss^» ^ «*? TfA’SS 

acceptance of the* desirability of inflicting do- and withdraw. Ball recog|»i»d tl at Hi ^ nation 

foot on the enemy rather than merely denying would lose face m Asia bat tawskJ 

m imy wl* the door to an indeter- baC Rwould be i^lon. nui 


owed to order- the m = — *^ed ^^uXoUddlUonal force ... . there I^uld emerge -W and more mature.” 
Sgn of preventing the collapse of the Sal-^e m 


nte arnouni vi T - „ 

are manifold indications that they (Mr. Jo.uv 
-r - 1 son and his top advisers) were prepared foi 

'QggSmimmmtf m decision, «* , long war.” 

Times mM t» an April • ^ S '-“ ' 


Cl Almsgivings 

;i tiiiu mo tt-1- —r-t - - John A. McConet director of the Central Im 

lon a war.* 1 . * ipil^epce Agency, had misgivings a- out ttu. 

The Times report on £ ™aym ’ lW ? oi U.S troops to offensive ^ 


?* 11 The mes report on the Pentagon 1« = —^.S troops to offensive oner 

I'^Mn^Mlmo andurn which warned he de- provides the following chronology of a bul for a different 

t ^^;S-SmS niblicitybe-avoidedby l m t ho fateful decision to entei a ram ^ ^ po i icy cha „ge ■ 
sired that 1 . „ cn aK t0 '‘minimize , around war in Vietnam. ... . «.»hmit a ereat intcnsifica 


a *-»jR3ffi555 W»S? m- . o'*bo start ot |M 

“OTShmotf, decision was sncccsslully ob- (, om blng atmcUs on 
Mi. Johns _ - cota ivonariruent, enn nrimlnislrallon 


his leading intellectual, 
WaltW. Rostow, who wrote at one 
‘‘There may be a tendency to underestimate 
. w . J „_,_,ip ft i, n n« on the 


5 mu mi a iu««w» reason. He argued 

o.io^s^pbSsrs.rius 

Mn * ouncivs uuNortliviSnam, the John; ourselves,” he said in a 

sir sssrs rss 

^gSAtSi^. 

B ,„ & j^ssotse pzz. j^^nsssss; 

, ®“ S from 75,000 to 175.000 men toe I*. Solltll Vietnam. - Sf™ who wrote at one r»« 

tains montb, Mr Johnson *JJ* « “ McNamara wan, el 

change in the original policy ot Keeping u.&, 

(forces in a defensive role. 

««Mi\ President, n a reporter 

^S 1 5aS?SS5SS«*'*!^3g«^s 

Imply an, change ( S, Vietnam) will probably fail to. 

onfSeSstve <*>»»»£*«& ‘Sf.s generaV 

Sanely baS’’ ’ , lB1 „y SHc <m CoS h“ ® 

any change In policy whatever. It ® es X™ “it" in the cities and even 
'"if' fMhm' the Times quotes ,r ^JK?£“jJ^nSm!n£tratto was determined to 
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Whatever the outcome of the. pub- 
lication by The' New York Times 
of a secret documentary on the 
American presence i n Indochina 
may be in the light of the granting 
of a temporary federal court in- 
■ junction sought on the ground that 
the law had been violated, one 
.thing already' is very clear. That 
is' the role ascribed by its critics 
to the Central Intelligence Agency 
■as the evil genius of U.S. involve- 
ment proves to be more myth than 

reality. • 

I ' The fact is the record now re- 
i vealed shtiws that the CIA warned 
[ against deeper involvement as ear- 
1 ly as November, 19G4. In describ- 
j ing the attitude of the intelligence 
; community, the Times says the. 
r study shows the people involved 
\ */t e n d e d toward a pessimistic 

! view.” , 

i An intelligence panel composed 
1 of members of the three leading 
‘ agencies— the CIA, the State De- 
partment’s Bureau of Intelligence 
and Research, and the D e f e n s e 
(Department’s) Intelligence Agen- 
g y _o v d c r c d to study a Joint 
Chief’s recommendation that North 
Vietnam be bombed into surren- 
der, concluded that there was no 
“s tr ong chance of breaking Ha- 
noi’s will.” 

‘‘The course of actions the Com- 
muni.sts have pursued in South 
Vietnam over the past few years 
implies a. fundamental estimate on 


their part that the difficulties facing ! 
the U.S. are so great that U.S. will , 

and ability to maintain resistance j 
in that area can be gradually erod- , 
ed-rwithout running high risks that- 
this would wreak heavy dcstruc- 
tion on the D.R.V. (Hanoi) or Com- 
munist China,” the panel said. 

“. , . We do not believe that such 
actions (large-scale bombing of in- 
dustry) would have a crucial effect 
on the daily lives of the over- 
whelming majority of the North 
Vietnam population : . 

In April, 1955, John McCone, 
then head of *the CIA, warned 
against plans to undertake combat 
operations on the ground against 
Viet 'Cong guerrillas without com- 
mensurate increase in bombing of 
North Vietnam; in short, we can- 
not win cheaply and to win at all 
we must go all out. ’ 

■ “In effect, we will find ourselves 
mired down in combat in the jungle 
' in a military effort that we cannot 
win, and from which we will have 
extreme^ difficulty extricating our- 

selves/ 1 • ' 

These advices are hardly what 
one would expect from an organi- 
zation so many believe is at the 
bottom of all our overseas adven- 
tures. In fact, instead of urging the 
U.S. to escalate the war, the CIA 
was warning the U.S. not to in- 
crease our commitment. It ran up 
the danger flags, and acted as re- 
sponsibly as its harshest critics 
could have hoped it would. . 
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t By Marilyn Berger 
’ and Michael Getler 

J; Washington Post Stuff Writers 

i There are 15 “legitimate” 
copies of the controversial 
Pentagon report on Vietnam, 
the administration disclosed 
yesterday, and a massive 
.hunt is on to identify the one 
to which The New York. 
Times was given access. 

Sources at the Justice De- 
partment said that the Fed- 
eral Bureau of Investigation 
was ordered Monday to call 

on all persons who have 
legitimate' copies. It is as- 
sumed that these calls were 
made yesterday. 

According to administra- 
tion sources, the copies are 
.distributed as follows: six 
in the Pentagon, one in the 
White House, one each in 
the State Department files 
of Nicholas deB. Katzcnbaeh, 
former Under Secretary, and 
William Bundy, former As- 
sistant Secretary for Asia 
and the Far East, one in the 
LBJ library in Austin, Tex., 
,two in the National Archives, 
two with the Rand Corp. and 
one with former Defense 
Secretary Clark M. Clifford. 

In the Xerox age, no one 
has ruled out the possibility 
that tlie report could have 
been duplicated, or photo- 
graphed, but officials note 
.that it would be a tre- 
mendous undertaking to 
assemble a complete set of 
the 7,000-page, 47-volume 
report. 

Government officials said 
they were reasonably confi- 
dent that they could find 
the source of the leak of 
the top-secret documents. 
“We know who worked on 
■the study and who had ac- 
cess to it/’ said one official. 


which came off well in the 
disclosures, said only half in 
jest, “Whoever, did it .ought 
to be shot at .dawn at the 
Washington Monument.” On 
second thought, he added: 
“High noon will do; more 
people will see it.” 


Even Nat Hen toff, in a 
May 20 column in the Village 
Voice, reported that he had 
heard- that the New York 
Times had gotten, hold of “a 
breakthrough unpublished 
story concerning the White 
-Another former official, House, the Pentagon and 
whose opposition to the war • Southeast Asia.” 
is well known, said that Back in October, 1970, 
everyone with anything to Parade Magazine reported 
do with government is upset that an in-depth study had 

about it. One current official .been undertaken at the be- 

said If this doesn’t get host of McNamara by a 
tracked^ down, then nothing “task force under Les Gelb.” 
1S . S nu C '” T|ie magazine said: "There 

‘The problem with the are no plans to make it pub- 
study/* said one official not- lie,” 

^! 1 5 t iUcal . ( r0ma , 1 ; ks by Finally there is the im- 
( i thG re ' F ac;t ° r the disclosures on 
port, is that it is a prosecu- those authors whose hnnlrs 
U»» brio, imsqucradins ss , ta 

dispassionate study." have yet to be published. 


-We. know where all. the 
sets are supposed to be and 
we think we ought to be 
able to track it down.” 

The Vietnam study was 
ordered by former Defense 
Chief Robert S. McNamara j 
and entrusted first to the : 
late John T. McNaugliton, 

Assistant' Secretary of De- 
fense for International Se- 
curity Affairs, and later to 
Paul C. Warlike, his suc- 
cessor. Overall direction of 
the -study was given , to 
Leslie H. Gelb, a staff man- , 
ber of ISA who is now at 
the Brookings Institution. 

Others who worked on the 
study to a greater or lesser 
degree include Morton Hal- 
perin, who worked with 
Gelb in ISA and is also at 

Brookings while working for TJ 6 « t “7", ? — ^ 

Common Cause; Daniel Ells- ^ whom ° " Ch,cf “ th) ?.category is for- 


, y. unm r- report came as 

berg, now of MIT, wlio L Q sur p r j SGi h e president’s 
worked with Gen. Edward/ na tl ona i 
Lansdale of the CIA in 


Saigon; Richard Holbrooke, 
formerly on Kalzcnbach’s 
staff and on the IJ.S. dele- 
gation to the Paris peace 


mer President Johnson, 
w hose administration is 
shown to have said things in 
public that were substantial- 
ly different from private 
. . , .. plans disclosed in the Penta- 

nis copy of the g 0]1 re p 0 rt. His book, “The 


security adviser, 
Henry A, Kissinger, was 
Quoted as saying he first 
learned about it when he 
picked up 


I lS IJPrlCt 2 ’ - , . , . 0^-“ ■* t,. xj.io i IJkl 

talks currently with the 11 from A IS doorstep, Vantage Point: Perspectives 
talks, cuiientiy vjm me and lt was said that Score. ? f the Presidency, 19(33-1969," 


Peace Corps in Morocco; 
Col. Paul Gorman/ also a 
former staff member of the 
ISA and of the peace talks 
delegation, now serving in 
Vietnam; Mcl Gurtov of 
Rand; and Richard Moor* 
stein, former ISA staff mem- 
ber, currently at Rand. 

Secretary of State William 
P.’ Rogers said that 3G per- 
sons worked on compiling 
the documents. 

The disclosures in the doc- 
uments contained in the 


tary of State \Vilham I, is said to contain much about 
liogers was similarly' un- the Vietnam experience, 
aware of it. . , - . 

- But Senate Foreign Rela- ^ A spokesman for Holt, 
lions Committee Chairman ¥nehart the publisher, said, 
J. W. Fulbright (D-Ark.)^''y“ vc ‘‘’ / a A t, ? e . re were no 
longtime critic of the war, j/', 1 ’ - f ? r , r evislon J # " fhe 
had long ago written to Sec- 1 / 

rotary of Defense Melvin 11. t 

Laird in search of a copy. r nnVr.m\n ti S1 G f b ? ln ° 
He disclosed in a speech on H?w Staff* ‘ 8 

Aug. 7, 1970 that he regret- 11 now CX1SU " - J 


ted that the Pentagon had 
withheld it. 

“As the old saw goes” he 
Pentagon study have told the Senate, “nothing is 
brought widespread expres-, secret for long in Washing- 
sions of concern in official .ton.” He added: “I hope that' ’ 
Washington.. /he first enterprising report- 

One official of the ClA^. who obtains a copy of 
one of the few organizations this history will share it 

;\vlth the committee.” ^ 
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Washington Post Staff Writer 

: President Johnson ordered 
public silence initially on a 
■critical decision of April 1, 
1965, which' started the mas- 
sive buildup of American 
ground forces in the Vietnam- 
ese war, it was revealed in of- 
ficial documents published 
yesterday by The New York 
Times. N ' j 

■ The basic shift in U.S. slrac-* 
egy from defense and retalia- 
tion to offense and calculated 
escalation did seep out piece- 
meal in later months. But the 
orders, details, and conse- 
quences of that change— de- 
scribed as “pivotal” in the U.S. 
share of the war — are dis- 
closed for the first time in the 
secret documents assembled 
in the Pentagon in 1967-68. 

■ Administration officials 
were instructed to take “all 
possible precautions” to avoid 
“premature publicity” on the 
President’s April 1 decision on 
a “change of mission” for two, 
U.S. Marine battalions which 
had landed at -Dana rig on 
March 8, 1965, for airbase de- 
fense, and for an initial in- 
crease of 18,000 to 20,000 more 
U.S. troops in Vietnam. 

J -Even .the change in the 
.troop mission was only guard- 
jcdly identified in a secret Na- 
jtional Security Action Memo- 
randum, number 328, . as an 
authorization “to permit their 
more active use.” Instructions 
were given to act rapidly, “but 
in ways that should minimize 
!any appearance of sudde n 
changes in policy” to make the 
new actions- appear to be 
“gradual and wholly consistent 
with existing policy.” 

In fact, the United States 
Was embarking upon the first 
use of major combat forces in 
a land war in Asia since the 
Korean conflict of the early 
1950s. The U.S. position on 
entering into negotiations that 
.might freeze U.S. activities 
without ending the Vietcong 
j challenge to the Saigon gov- 
ernment was described in to- 
tally negative terms. 


MeG eorge Bundy, Presi- 
dent Johnson’s national secu- 
rity adviser, told him in i 
memorandum dated Feb. 7, 
1965: 

“We want to keep before 
Hanoi the carrot of our desist- 
ing as well as the stick of con- 
tinued pressure. We also need 
to conduct the application of 
force so that there is always a 
prospect of worse to come . . . 

“We should accept discus- 
sion on these terms in any 
fo\um, but we should not now 
accept the idea of negotiations 
of any sort except on the 
basis of a standdown of Viet- 
cong violence.” .... . 

President Johnson told Am- 
bassador Maxwell D. Taylor in 
Saigon on May 10, 1965, that 
he was planning to "order the 
first pause in the recently 
launched sustained bombing 


A White House statement 
said, “There has been, no 
change in the mission of 
United - States ground ;combat 
units in Vietnam in recent 
days or weeks;” The statement 
said “The primary mission" 


Nguyen Cao Ky, 
ing South Vietnamese bomb- 
ers on a Feb. 8 joint reprisal j 
strike against the North, re-, 
portediy “dumped his flight’s; 
bomb loads on an unassigned 1 
target in the Vinlinh area” in 


was to “secure and safeguard”: order, as Ky maintained, to 
installations such as the Da-, avoid colliding with U.S. air- 
nang air base, but “if help is craft that he said were luttmg 
requested” in “support of Viet- his assigned target, 
namesc forces faced with ag- The Pentagon study states 
gressivc attack” the U.S. Com- that once “the bombing effort 
inander, Gen. William C. West- seemed to stiffen rather than 
moreland, “also has authority” soften Hanoi’s backbone . . . 
to supply it. The U.S. was presented essen- 

Even that backhanded ad- 


'mission that a military thresh- 
.hold had been crossed, how- 
ever,' gave the public only 


tially with two options: 

“(1) to withdraw unilaterally 
from Vietnam leaving the 
South Vietnamese to fend for 


of North Vietnam. The Presi- 
dent said he would use .the 
pause “lo good effect with 
world opinion.” 

“You should u n cl c r s land * . 
he told Taylor, “that my pur- 1 
pose in this plan is to begin to 
clear a path either toward res- 
toration of peace or toward in* 
creased military action, de- 
pending upon the reaction of 
the Communists.” j 

That five-day bombiiigj 
pause produced nothing, to; 
the surprise of few administra- 
tion strategists. By June 1, thc : 
administration already had se- ; 
crctly approved plans for dc- 
ploving about 70,000 U.S. 
troops in South Vietnam but 
the official U.S. public posi- 
tion concealed those plans and 
intentions. • 

- What a Pentagon analyst de- 
scribes in the documents as 
“an honest and superficially 
innocuous statement by De- 
partment of State Press Offi- 
cer Robert J* .McCloskey on 
June . 8” was the first public 
hint of the major strategy) 
shift authorized on April l.| 
McCloskey said, “American 
forces would be available for 
combat, support together with 
Vietnamese forces when and if 
necessary” and had engaged 
in “combat.” 

President Johnson exploded 
over this admission,- even 
though there already had been 
news “leaks” on the secret! 
change in strategy. The White 
House, “hoisted by its own pe- 
tard,” according to a Pentagon 
analyst, tried to equivocate! 
but was forced into an ad mis- j 
sion, . , .... I 


£n.vv mv- A DOlUn VJlilIialUVDt: tv J.via i 

fragmentary' awareness of themselves, or (2) to commit 
"what was actually happening j ground forces in pursuit of its 
in a U.S. troop buildup that iobjcctives. A third option, that 
eventually grew to over half- ;of drastically increasing the 
a-million men. ; scope and scale of the bomb- 

A State Department cable- -ing, was rejected because of 
cram to U.S- diplomatic mis- J the concomitant high risk of 
sions abroad, on Feb. 18, 1965, inviting Chinese intervention, 
instructed them that “focus of j 0 hn T. McNaughton, As* 
public attention will be kept sistant Secretary of Defense, 
as far as possible on DIIV jn a March 24, 1965, memoran- 
(North Vietnamese) aggres- jdum to McNamara, said “U.S. 
sion; not on . joint GVN-US | policy appears to be drifting 
(South Vietnamcse-American) 
military operations” 

The United States had 
i moved with great speed 
’through multiple stages of 


because while there is 
consensus that efforts inside” 
South Vietnam to arouse more 
effective civilian and military 
mrougji 1 UU.W 1 ..V — .improvements ."will probably 

military involvement, starting j- fail to prevent collapse, all . . 


in February. “Operation Flam 
ing Dart” initiated Feb. C, 
1965, had authorized “tit-for- 
tat” retaliatory air strikes 
against North Vietnam. On 
Feb. 13, President Johnson 
had crossed the next major di- 
viding line, authorizing “Oper- 
ation Rolling Thunder”— con- 
tinuing bombing of the North, 
which began March 2. 

But before a month was out 
“optimism began to wane/' 
even among the optimists, 
'about the prospects for getting 
North Vietnam and the Viet 


of the possible remedial 
courses of action have so far 
been rejected.” 

But large-scale U.S. troop 
deployments * were precisely 
what the Joint Chiefs and 
Gen. Westmoreland in Saigon 
w e r e contemplating. The 
Joint Chiefs, especially since 
March 20, were urging the 
initial introduction of three 
divisions, two Americans and 
one South Korean, for “de- 
stroying the Vietcong.” . 

Initially the Joint Chiefs 
were pushing for more forces 


cong to agree to negotiations than was Westmoreland, but 
to break off the war. Many as the South Vietnamese 

military and civilian planners £orces began to crumble 
had been convinced from the lin( j er a vietcong offensive in 
outset that those hopes were the summe r of 1965, with the 
highly misplaced anyhow, ( £irst North Vietnamese units 
While these initial actions reported in the South, West- 
were being launched the Joint moreland became the advo- 
Chiefs of Staff and many ca tc 0 f what was described 

other strategists were inten- BS a “44 battalion” input 

sively planning, and urging, strategy. 

the introduction of U.S. At fi rs t, the United. Stales 

j ground troops in multiple divi- embarked on an “enclave 
sion strength. j strategy, to establish -and rm t 

I One footnote illustrates the base positions on the 
■military coordination problem Vietnamese coast: Amna*-;*- 
during that first hectic period, dor Taylor, a former cn. _ 
South Vietnamese Marshal man of the Joint Cmcis, - 
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• turn public opinion against them. . 

Like small boys bolstering then* 
: o\vn confidence, they traded their prej- 
udices aud ill-informed conjectures 


UUlCeS emu j 

'••'r-. „ ' 'back and forth, pumping one another 

the so - ’called - President Johnson: He was to be the to the point where they could all 
vt wHeh traces great peacemaker (as contrasted to n ^ arc ] 1 0 ff j n search of Lyndon John- 
Goldwater’s “hawkish demands for air Li’s famed “coonskin hat.’ 


T™ disclosures of traces great peacemaker march on m 

. 1 McNamara + J^?J?tio n's^imaximum Goldwater’s “hawkish demands for air gon . g f am ed “coonskin hat. 
the origins ® f val oS attacks ° n North Vietn T He wa- 1 Hungry to assert Arne.. . 
commitment to the ^mvaiotboum “candidate of reason and in a way that would demonstrate once 

Vietnam, should ^reimnd^ Americans _ and for all that the United States was 


Vietnam, suouiu iouw« Tm restraint” ' and for all that the United States was 

once again of how i poorly *®y k ^ d . But by this time, the Joint Chiefs t a he d biggcst p0W er on earth, they took 

•informed by all J, ^ aa t had already recommended a L into tlie quicksand of Vietnam — 

mimstration " and k °^menmovSto systematic air offensive against North n t £ thei ^ whistling a merry tune, 
.off-handedly the ^ein^t moves to y ^ tnam which in turn led to a White certain of their predictions, ana a?- 

’Ss necemry P P House strategy meeting on - Sept 7 at patently free of any guilt over their 

ThnncThtful Americans have known . which the “provocative strategy” plan deceptions. . . ... 

Tnougntnu Am^iic , • r i i scussed Throughout Septemoer, it was the sorriest episode of that 

if mo? Is plans™ ere'diaping up for initiating whole sorry era;, and it should remain. 

V are discussing U.S. policies in air attacks on North. Vietnam mearhr for us, the most instructive, 

y aie discussing u.o L ^ ^ white House Was, piously 


they are discussing U.3. policies 
Vietnam. For them, misleading state- 
ments and outright lies are merely 
handy cattle prods of public opinion. 

What was not realized, perhaps, 
was the extent of these fabrications. In 
the sense that it details the two levels 
of our growing involvement m yiet- 
. n am — one level dealing with wnat the 
> public knew, the other level dealing 
• with what the public did not know — 
'this voluminous, detailed report is a 
; unique document of the war. . 

{ Primarily, these disclosures show 
; that the White House and the Defense 
: Department were jointly planning 
'“covert” military operations against 


bemoaning Sen. Goldwater s 
suggestion that the war would even- 
tually have to include the bombing of 
North Vietnam. , 

It ivas an elaborate ruse ae guerre, 
and it worked. President Johnson was 
re-elected by a landslide. 

There are other revelations of this 
nature, such as the uses that could 
be made of the press aud television 
bv the White House; and the need to 
begin making “presidential noises 
that would prepare the American 
people for the coming action 

statements. , . . 

There was also one prime example 
of stubborn ignorance: The White 
House intellectuals, led by Walt 
Itostow, refused to heed the Central 
Intelligence Agency’s warning that air 
attacks would not bring North Vietnam 
to its knees; on. the contrary, said the 


North Vietnam as early as bebuiaiy, 

1964 some seven months before the 
Tonkin Gulf war resolution. 

Throughout the spring and summer 
of 1934, in fact, elements, in the. U. fa. 
government favoring massive intei- 

vention developed “scenarios of wnat LU us ''''“"'Zi.V 

oSt to. happen in Vietnam, and CIA, such bombing might provoke . 
detailed plans for provoking the North -even heavier troop intervention fiom 
Vietnamese into attacking American the north. But so certain weie they 
WpT of American power and authority, and 

And on Sept. 7, 1964, a week after so eager they were to demonstrate it. 

President Johnson solemnly declared that the White House advisers simply . 
that he had rejected advice “to load rejected the findings, 
our planes with bombs and drop them. ^ iV . ☆ 

on (North Vietnam),” the White House of Tonkin 

wa<5 flevelouing a ‘ ‘ p r o v o c a 1 1 o n But it was the Gulf of Ionian 

strategy” ^designed - to steer North “scenario” (using one of the Pen- 

Vietnam into attacking U.S. forces tagon’s favorite euphemisms for war 

first — which would give Washington plans) which indicated how furtively 

it^excuse to bomb the North. t ; these high-level officials moved toward ; 

And through it all, operating on the . a broader, deeper involvement m 
assumption that the American' voter ■ Vietnam. It is as though they knew, 
was a P fool and Sen. Barry Goldwater, deep down, that f ^t wn® 

the Republican presidential candidate, doing was wrong, that any. exposure 
an expendable dupe, the White House 0 f their plans to provoke North Viet- 
bSsfly devised an “image”, for. nam on the sly would almost surely 
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